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REPLY BRIEF 

Dear Sir: 

Appellant appreciates the Examiner's withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. §112, first and second 
paragraph rejections. The Examiner's Answer mailed April 4, 2007 raises a new argument 
which is addressed below. 

Arguments with Regard to Whether the First Circular Member 64 is "Rotationally Fixed." 

The Examiner, in the July 14, 2006 Office Action at ]ffl4 and 9 (reproduced below), 
argues that Applicant's phrase "rotationally fixed" is confusing yet Kanski shows every element 
recited in claim 1 when the Examiner has taken the liberty to construe the meaning of the phrase 
["rotationally fixed"] to mean rotatable and fixed to the axis. 
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4. Claims 1,2,4,5,7, 23. and 24 are rejected under 35 US.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
foiling to compl i h i it en description equiremei ib i mail s bjet matter 

h i ii i i i I i 

in the relevant art tbai die invemons,), ai the lime the application was tiled, bad possession of the 
claimed invention. Claim 1 recites the newly included phrase rotational! i^ed" in line 2 In 
the I- mart filed May I QQt th die i 1 i >k la language, the applican i| il 3 
to argue that the I lar member i i h! bout he herea the first circular 

member M ol kanski is rotatable. Although the phrase "mtalmtsaDy fixed" is confusing and 

indefinite, if the meaning of the phrase indicates that the first circular member is curt totaling 
about the axis A, then snch phrase raises new matter issue, since such description is not 
supported by the specification or the drawings as originally Hied 

9. Applicant s arguments filed May 15, 2(X!6 have hcen fully considered bu! they are not 
persuasive. The applicant argues that Kanski tails, to show the first circular member being a 
rotatioriaily fixed, tl is the Examiner's view that Kanski shows every element recited in claim I . 
As discussed above in the new matter and indefinite rejections, the phrase "rotational ly fixed" in 
confusing. There:, n tl eExa n net, as noted above, has taken the liberty to construe the 
meaning of the phrase to mean rotatable and fixed to the axis. 

That is, the Examiner was originally properly interpreting the first circular member 64 of Kanski 
as being rotatable. Now, having dropped the 35 U.S.C. §112 rejections, the Examiner is forced 
to argue that the first circular member 64 of Kanski is "rotationally fixed." This sort of flexible 
interpretation is simply unsupportable. Kanski discloses at least two rotatable members 57 and 
52. Member 57 carries a concentric gear 58 (in Figures 1 A and IB) or an internal gear (orbit) 64 
(in Figure 1). 
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Notably, members 62 and 63 may be driven by a motor with different velocities and directions of 

rotation such that rotatable member 57 and thus internal gear 64 rotates contrary to the 

Examiner's interpretation. [See Kanski, p. 4, col 2, lines 24-39, reproduced below]. 

In Figures l a , I, 1*, 15 b , 15*, 15 are shown dia- 
25 grammatically various aspects of the invention: 
the frame 50 carries by means of hearings 51 and 
§P two rotatable members 5T and 52. Member 
87 carries a concentric gear 58 {in Figures 1* and 
l b ) or an internal gear (orbit) 64 (in Figure I), 
33 Member 52 is provided with a shaft. 54 located 
eccentrically in respect to the axis of member 
52. On the said eccentric shaft Is mounted a 
planetary gear 55 engaged with the gear 58 or 

64, Members 62 and £3 may be driven by a motor 
35 with different velocities and directions of rota- 
tion. Each and every one of the members 52, 53, 
55, and 51 may be unbalanced. The unbalancing 
eights are represented by numbers 56. 60, Bf, 

65, 67, and 55", The weight 60 attached to the 



Furthermore, contrary to the Examiner's assertion, none of the schematics illustrate a 
two-cusp hypocycloid. 
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For at least the reasons set forth above, the rejection of all claims is improper and should 
be reversed. Appellant earnestly requests such action. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

CARLSON, GASKEY & OLDS, P.C. 



/David L. Wisz/ 



DAVID L. WISZ 
Registration No. 46,350 
Attorneys for Appellant 
400 West Maple, Suite 350 
Birmingham, Michigan 48009 
(248) 988-8360 

Dated: April 12, 2007 
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